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THE LIMITATIONS OF THE PREDICATIVE 
POSITION IN GREEK. 



A study of the limitations of the predicative position in Greek 
calls for a brief treatment of the origin and historical development 
of the Greek article. 

Aristotle (Poetics, c. 21) is the first writer by whom the pro- 
noun is referred to as a separate part of speech. He expressly 
makes mention of the Svofia, the pr/fia, 

T ARTI<?LE K the <rWftr ^' and the & P P OV > though 
elsewhere he includes the last two under 

cvvSeafios. We do not know when the name avrcovv/nia was 
introduced. Scboemann's assumption, Die Lehre von den Rede- 
theilen, p. 117, that it originated with the Alexandrian gram- 
marians is not improbable. He is probably right, too, in assuming 
that the separation of the pronoun from the article did not take 
place later than the time of Aristarchus, the grammarian. It is 
important to remember, however, that this separation was not 
countenanced by the Stoics, who did not fail to perceive that the 
article was in reality a degraded pronoun. Under the general 
name of pronoun, they comprehended both pronoun and article. 
The Stoic view of the nature of the article — that it is a degraded 
pronoun — has won general acceptation. 

In Homer 6 rj to is the commonest of the demonstrative pro- 
nouns. It is a matter of great interest to the student of language 
to observe the traces of the gradual weakening of the pronominal 
force of 6 f/ to. Accompanying this loss is the growing use of 
o5to?, oSe, and i/celvos. The gradual weakening of the pronomi- 
nal 6 f) to is, however, only another way of characterising the 
transition from pronoun to article. Vogrinz, Grammatik des 
homerischen Dialektes, p. 197, points out one step in the devel- 
opment of the article where the pronominal form and the noun to 

7 



8 The Limitations of the Predicative Position in Greek. 

which it relates are separated merely by light particles. Cf., e. g., 
17 Bi vv fii]Trfp (X 405), 01 Se vv Xaoi (A 382), tcL B\ . . tcrjXa 
(A 383), ol Bk 0eol (A 1), o y 4ft** (E 308), t& Bi oi 6<rae, r<£> 
Be oi co/jlq) (saepe). The following statistics for the pronominal and 
articular use of o, 17, to are quoted by Vogrinz (l. c.) from Stum- 
mer (Ueber den Artikel bei Homer, Progr., Mtinnerstadt, 1886, 
p. 56). In the Iliad o, 17, to is used as a pronoun 3,000 times, as 
an article 218 times, i. e., in the ratio of 14 : 1 ; in the Odyssey it 
is found as a pronoun 2,178 times, as an article 171 times, i. e., in 
the ratio of 13:1. These statistics, as Vogrinz observes, hardly 
justify us in claiming an advance in the use of the article. That 
it began to be used with a greater degree of frequency in Homer 
can be seen by an examination of the later portions of the Odyssey, 
and in parts of other books. Vogrinz, p. 198, on the basis of 
Stummer's investigation, illustrates freely the Homeric uses of the 
article. Some of these may fitly be noted here. (1) With particu- 
lar words : toZo ava/cTo? (A 322, 7 388, <j> 62), 17 7r\y0v<; (B 278, 

305), tov fivioxov (^ 465), tov d\i]Trjv (a 333), top fiv0ov (B 16, 

1 55, 309, T 185), t^ yaaripa (a 380), t£ B&pa (X 339); (2) with 
particular classes of words, as (a) cardinal numbers : tt)<; fiev lf)$ 
o-tixos (n 173), ttjv fiev lav (£ 435), oi Tpei? (f 26), oi Be Bveo a/co- 
ireXot, (fi 73), T€t? irivre via? (7 299) ; substantivised participles : 
tov ayovTa (<l> 262), tov irpovxovTa (^ 325); substantivised adjec- 
tives : to itpr\yvov (A 106), tov BvaTrjvov (v 224), tov aptaTov 
(f 19), to fiekav Bpvo? (f 12) ; ordinals : to irp&Tov, to Bevrepov, 
etc. Cf. also to Trapo?, to irpiv, to irpoadev, to irdpotdev. 

Quintilian (Inst. Or. 1, 4, 19) says of the Latin language : Noster 
sermo articulos non desiderat. With this stage corresponds, in the 
main, Epic Greek which, as a rule, dispenses with the use of the 
article. Epic use diverges from Attic at several points. We are 
familiar with the classification of the article in Attic Greek as 
particular and generic. Homeric usage is almost wholly confined 
to the former. Vogrinz (p. 198) gives but two indisputable cases 
of the latter, viz., tov 6/iolov (U 53, p 218). Kriiger, Dial. 50, 4, 
1 and 2, gives other cases which may be considered generic. The 
use of the article with possessive significance — a not uncommon 
phenomenon in Attic — is rarely, if at all, found. The substantive 
generally suffices ; occasionally it is strengthened by the possessive 
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pronouD. The three or four cases that may be cited are incon- 
clusive. Cf. Kriiger, Dial. 50, 3, 6. There are a few examples 
of the adjective in the predicative position relatively to the article. 
The cases employed are the nominative and the accusative. The 
commonest expression of this class is irolov tov fivdov which occurs 
seven times, all in the Iliad. Cf., further, Kruger Dial. 50, 10, 1. 

In passing to the function of the article in Attic Greek, the 
writer would acknowledge his especial obligations to Kruger among 
the grammarians who have treated of this subject. In this depart- 
ment of his work, Kiihner was in no small measure dependent on 
Kruger. Worthy of mention, too, is the excellent treatise of Dorn- 
seiffen, De Articulo, etc., to which Kruger was indebted for some 
of his remarks on this subject. Viewed logically, the function of 
the Attic article is to mark the object with which it is used as 
definite and well-known. The cases, not a few, where no article 
is used, are best explained as survivals of that earlier stage of the 
language when the article had not yet come to maturity. Such are 
eh da-Tv, and the like. By reason of this definiteness of import, 
it is naturally used with the subject, but omitted with the predicate. 
It is found, however, in the predicate (1) in the case of certain 
words with which the article fuses, e. g., Plato, Apol. 40 c: Bvocv 
yhp ddrepov iariv to TeOvdvai and (2) where the two parts of the 
sentence are logically convertible, e. g., Plato, Theaet. 145 D : &pob 
to fiavddveiv iaTlv to ao<f>d)T€pov ylyveaOat, irepl h yjivQdvei T69 ; 
(cf. Otto Eichhorst, Die Lehre des Apollonius Dyscolus vom Arti- 
kel, Philol., vol. 38, p. 399 ff.). The salient uses of the article were 
clearly understood by Apollonius Dyscolus. His classification was as 
folio ws : — (1) /caT igoxvv* P ar excellence, e. g., 6 ttoitjti]? = Homer ; 
(2) /card /novaSi/erjv KTrjaii/, e. g., 6 fiaatXev? avv tc5 arpaTevfiaTC 
— our possessive use ; (3) tcaT avTo fiovov d7r\fjv dvafyopdv. The 
last is the commonest of all, and in it, as Apollonius saw, is to be found 
the essential characteristic of the Greek article, viz., dpa<f>opd. The 
generic article was characterised by him by the word dopiarwhm, 
inasmuch as it was not limited, or defined, like the others. 

Viewed rhetorically, the article distinguishes the subject from 
the predicate in accordance with the principle which has been 
stated. While it may be true that it is not indispensable to a 
language, as, e. g., Latin, it is invaluable as a means of gaining 
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precision, e. g., fleo? ffv 6 X0705 or vv% 17 r}pApa iyivero. This is 
clearly set forth by the Greek rhetorician, Theon, in his Progy- 
mnasmata (Spengel, Rhetores Graeci, vol. II., p. 83). There he 
says : trpoaOeaev apOpcov ovKert a/j,<f>lj3o\o<; yiverai 17 \ef £?. 

The various positions which the adjective may assume relatively 
to the article in Attic call for brief remark. The adjective may be 
used either attributively or predicatively. The attributive position 
is a threefold one : (1) 17 0-17 olicla (2) 17 olicla 77 <rr) (3) olicla 17 0-77. 
Of these, the first is the simplest and most natural. The second 
is called the " oratorical," and carries with it #7*09 (Aristotle, 
Rhetoric 1407 b, 35-37). The third is not specifically referred 
to by Aristotle. In the Orators it is the least frequent of the three, 
and has been characterized by Prof. Gildersleeve as the "slip-shod" 
or "negligent" position. Lt "affects to be easy and familiar." 
(See his Justin Martyr A, 6, 7, and review of Merriam's Herodotus 
in A. J. P., 6, 262, and A. J. P., 17, 518.) An investigation 
of the relative frequency of the three positions in the Orators and 
the Speeches of Thucydides, so far as the category of the possessive 
pronouns is concerned, enables the writer to make the following 
statement. In Thucydides the first position is the normal one, the 
second is exceptional (three times), the third is found eleven times. 
In the Orators, the first position has, as a rule, the preference. 3 
The second occurs about half as often. The third, however, is 
very rare, there being but ten occurrences in the course of above 
2,000 Teubner pages. The predicative position is a twofold one, 
the adjective being found before or after both article and noun. It 
is by no means restricted to the nominative or casus rectus y for we 
frequently find the genitive, dative, and accusative cases similarly 
used, giving rise to what may be termed " oblique predication." 

In studying oblique predication, it was found necessary for a 

clear appreciation of the grammatical phenomena to take account 

of the participle as well as the adjective, 

™™t^™xt to the latter of which Donaldson, in his 

PREDICATION. '. 

classification of predicates as primary, 

secondary, and tertiary, confined his view ; for the participle by 
reason of its verbal force readily lends itself to the expression of 
predication in the oblique cases, and the adjective has in this par- 
ticular assumed the function of the participle. Boiling, The Epic 
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and Attic Use of the Circumstantial Participle (Johns Hopkins 
University Circulars, December, 1897), has well set forth the affin- 
ity between the two in these words : " The adjective represents a 
quality at rest, the participle represents a quality in motion, and 
the difference between the two is a difference in the degree of 
mobility." Not only, however, does the adjective assume the 
function of the participle, but the participle in attribution sinks 
to the level of the adjective. This degradation of the participle 
is sufficiently familiar to students of English in such words, e. g., 
as " interesting/' " charming/' and the like, which are ordinarily 
felt as adjectives. 

The field of personal observation in this study of oblique predi- 
cation has been limited to the Orators and Thucydides. Two 
types in particular have formed the basis of this investigation. 
They have been denominated " Adverbial-Dative Type of Predi- 
cation " and " Prepositional Type of Predication." 

The first explicit reference to the subject of oblique predication, 
which has come under the writer's observation, appears in a disser- 
tation written by 8. Elias, Quaestiones Lycurgeae, Halis Saxonum, 
1870. On p. 17 he has something to say of the predicative use of 
the adjective in connection with an oblique case of the substantive. 
He observes that the construction is found in all the Orators, but 
that it is used oftener by some than by others. It is found, e. g., 
four times in Andocides — the fourth oration is included — three times 
in Antiphon, four times in Hyperides, nine times in Dinarcbus. 
For the rest of the Orators, he contents himself with general state- 
ments. He remarks that it occurs often in Demosthenes, oftenest 
in Isocrates, whose example is followed by Lycurgus. 

The next reference to the same subject is made by H. Mayer, 
Observationes in Lycurgi Oratoris Usum Dicendi, Friburgi, 1889. 
On p. 33 ff., Mayer notes the marked fondness of Lycurgus for the 
predicative position, as it is called, of the adjective. " Si enim, 
quomodo collocata sint adiectiva, quaerimus, oratorem in praedi- 
cativa quae dicitur collocatione adhibenda quasi exultare intellegi- 
mus." He cites a number of examples from Lycurgus, and quotes 
the figures for other Orators given by Elias in the dissertation 
mentioned. There is added a remark on the stylistic effect of the 
construction : " etiam tali adiectivorum collocatione plus ponderis 
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orationem nancisci manifestum est." With this judgment, the 
present writer is in accord. 

It is quite evident from the figures given by Elias that he has 
examined somewhat carefully the usage of certain of the Orators. 
If one has regard merely to the number of occurrences, the state- 
ment with respect to Demosthenes, Isocrates, and Lycurgus is cor- 
rect as far as it goes; but looked at in relation to the bulk of Greek 
which each Orator represents, the statement is far from correct. 

A table of the usage of the Orators and Thucydides, in which 
the speeches of Thucydides are separated from the narrative, is 
subjoined, giving the number of predicative adjectives or parti- 
ciples used by each writer. Only those orations generally con- 
sidered genuine are included. In the case of Demosthenes, the 
division of Blass (Dindorf 's edition, revised by Blass, vol. I, pp. 
45-6) has been followed. 

Range of Oblique Predication. 

Fred. Adjs. 
and PtC8. Teubner pages. Percentage. 

Lycurgus 33 45 .73 

Thucydides (Speeches)... 70 125 .56 

" (Narrative). 81 473 .17 

Isocrates 189 508 .37 

Dinarchus 11 54 .20 

Lysias 28 200 , .14 

Pseudo-Lysias 19 17 1.12 

Isaeus 16 138 ,12 

Antiphon.....* 11 99 .11 

Demosthenes 73 737 .10 

Pseudo-Demosthenes.... 45 521 .09 

Hyperides 4 44 .09 

Aeschines. 17 188 .09 

Andocides 3 67 .04 

Pseudo-Andocides 2 12 .17 

An examination of this table yields the following results : — 
Pseudo-Lysias, Lycurgus, Thucydides (Speeches), Isocrates, and 
Dinarchus stand out from the rest in the preference they give to 
this construction. At the opposite pole stands Andocides, to whom 
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the construction was in no wise congenial. Of the remaining Ora- 
tors, we may say generally that they pursued a middle course. A 
sharp difference is noticeable between the usage of Thucydides in 
his speeches and in his narrative. Especially striking is the large 
use in the Epitaphios of Pseudo-Lysias. 

The foregoing results warrant the conclusion that the true home 
of oblique predication is not in simple narrative which keeps close 
to the language of everyday life; on the contrary, it is quite with- 
drawn from that sphere, and is found in language which aims to 
be elevated, weighty, impressive, and, in a word, strives after 
effect. Hence the marked preference for it in that much-discussed 
specimen of epideictic oratory, the Epitaphios. Hence the favor 
it finds with Thucydides, when he is striving to be impressive. 
Hence, too, the fondness for it shown by Lycurgus, and, in a less 
pronounced manner, by Isocrates and Dinarchus. Hence, on the 
other hand, the marked avoidance of it by Andocides, who was not 
swayed by the schools of rhetoric, and was, perhaps, the least artistic 
of the Orators. 

The following is the tabular statement of the results reached in 
an examination of the range of the adverbial-dative and the prepo- 
sitional type of predication. 

Adverbial-Dative Type. 

Pred. Adjs. 
and Plea. Teubner pages. Percentage. 

Thucydides (Speeches)... 5 125 .04 

" (Narrative).. 12 473 .025 

Lycurgus 1 45 .022 

Isocrates 6 508 .012 

Aeschines 2 188 .010 

Isaeus 1 138 .007 

Demosthenes 2 737 .0027 

Pseudo-Demosthenes 1 521 .002 

Pseudo-Lysias 1 17 .06 

Lucian 76 1268 .06 

Dion Chrysostomus 12 708 .017 

Dion Cassius 10 658 .015 

Diod. Siculus 6 444 .013 
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Prepositional Type. 



Thucydides (Speeches)... 
" (Narrative). 

Dinarchus 

Demosthenes 

Pseudo-Demosthenes 

Aeschines 

Andocides 

Isocrates 

Antiphon 

Lysias 

Pseudo-Lysias 



Pred. Adjs. 
and Pics* 

7 
3 
2 

16 
2 
4 



Lucian 

Dion Caasius 

Dion Chrysostomus., 
Diod. Siculus 



94 

15 

11 

2 



Teubner pages. 
125 
473 

54 
737 
521 
188 

67 
508 

99 
200 

17 

1268 
658 
708 
444 



Percentage. 
.056 
.006 
.037 
.022 
.004 
.021 
.015 
.014 
.010 
.005 
.06 

.074 
.023 
.016 
.005 



These tables yield the following results : — 

Half of the Orators are not represented at all in the adverbial- 
dative type. Thucydides shows the same decided preference for 
these constructions in his speeches as compared with his narrative. 
Especially is this to be seen in the prepositional type, where the 
proportion is above 9:1. Lycurgus is the foremost of the Orators 
in his use of the adv.-dative type. Except in one possible instance, 
he seems to have avoided the prepositional type. This may be due 
to the small amount of his writing which has come down to our 
time. Four of the six examples of the adv.-dat. type in Isocrates 
are found in one particular section. Aeschines, while using both 
types with comparative frequency, prefers the prepositional type. 
Especially marked, so far as variety of usage goes, is the prefer- 
ence of Demosthenes for the prepositional type. Its ratio to the 
adv.-dat. is about 7:1. With respect to the usage of Demosthenes, 
it may be remarked that he uses the prep, type eleven times in his 
public orations (ten of them being in Forensic speeches), four times 
in his private orations. Taking bulk into consideration, the public 
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and private orations cannot be differentiated on this score. The 
plain style of Lysias avoids the dat. type altogether and uses the 
prep, type once only, but that in an effective passage, in the 12th 
oration, where Lysias himself is the speaker. The Epitaphios 
stands out from all the rest. 

It is interesting to compare the usage of post-classic Greek as 
seen in the writings of Lucian. In the dat. type Lucian outdoes 
all except Pseudo-Lysias, while in the prep, type even Pseudo- 
Lysias is not to be excepted. This excessive use of oblique predi- 
cation is the result of a desire on the part of that writer to impart 
elegance to his style. Cf. Prof. Gildersleeve in A. J. P. 17, 518. 
Dion Cassius and Dion Chrysostomus, as compared with Lucian, 
are very much nearer the norm. 

As to the true sphere of the adv.-dat. and the prep, type, the 
writer believes that he is justified in affirming that, of the two, the 
second strikes a decidedly higher note. The first undoubtedly 
takes its rise in the language of everyday life. Demosthenes em- 
ploys it when characterising his opponents, and only in a contempt- 
uous sense. Thucydides, it is true, gives it a higher tone than it 
usually has by withdrawing it from its ordinary associations and 
transferring it, as a rule, to the naval sphere. The second, on the 
other hand, is distinctly elevated in tone, though it draws near, in 
the hands of certain writers, to the language of ordinary discourse. 
Demosthenes makes use of it with telling effect in passages intended 
to be impressive. Lucian does not seem to have appreciated this 
difference of tone between the two types. They are almost alike 
to him. Thucydides, by his marked preference for the construction 
in his speeches, and his corresponding avoidance of it in his narra- 
tive, shows that he regarded it as more elegant. 

A class of participles, having the value in translation of an 

abstract noun, call for separate treat- 

OF B a E £t P B T A C CT E S. ment he - ^ese fon» but a small 

group in the Orators. 
Antiphon, 5, 35: Bi aitrov rov <r(bfj,aTo<; airoWv jievov. 
Andocides, 3, 27 : eic yap rov nroXejiov %pov mt04vto<;. 
Lysias, 4, 10: itc rf}? avdpciyirov /3acavi£o fiivrj^, 
Lycurgus, 30 : ev toU AewKpdrov^ oliceiais teal depairaiva^ 
f$a<javi<j6el<7i. 
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Demosthenes, 18, 57 : airo tovtodv if-era^o fie von v. 

i( 47,47: i/c T779 dvdpd>7rov /3aaavi£ofjL€V7)$. 

" 24, 98 : Trepl \ tj 7 v r a rov ivtavrov. 

This use of the participle is by no means restricted to the oblique 
cases. For the nominative, cf. 

Isocrates, 14, 49: 6 yhp kolvo? $m>9 diro\(o\(6^ I8la<; tA? 

ikirtSas e/caarov r\\iSiV e'yeiv ireiroLrjKev. 
Demosthenes, 54, 12: vvv 8e rovr eacoae rb alfi airo^coprjaav. 
This construction goes back to Homer. Cf. 

N 37-8 : 8<t>p %inre8ov avOt, fievocev \ voarqaavTa ava/cra. 
One type of this construction, viz., the predic. ptc. in the sociative 
dative with a/ia and the like, runs through Greek literature from 
the very first. Tycho Mommsen, Beitrage zu der Lehre von den 
griechischen Prapositionen, Berlin, 1895, p. 65, notes that Homer 
uses it in three expressions only, of the break of day and of the 
setting of the sun. 

&fM fjol <f>acvofjL€vrj<f>cv 8 407, £ 266, o 396, etc. 
afi r)e\iq> dvcovrt jjl 429, yfr 362, 2 136. 
a/ia 8' rjeXlqt KarahvvTt it 366, A 592, 2 210. 
Herodotus goes beyond Epic usage, and uses 5/xa quite generally 
for " with." See Mommsen, p. 360. 

Hdt. 2, 44: &fia Tvpip oIkl^o fievrj. 
" 3, 86 : afia t&5 farmp rovro iroir\aavTi. 
" 1, 8 : afia 8k kiO&vi, i/cSvo/iivq). 
With these participles, Helbing, Ueber den Gebrauch des echten 
und sociativen Dativs bei Herodot, Karlsruhe, 1898, p. 80, rightly 
compares 

Hdt. 3, 134: avgo/juivcp yap rtp acofiart avvavgovrat, etc. 
Thucydides uses afia with the dative much in the same way as 
Xenophon does later. 42 out of 53 exx. are time-limitations. See 
Mommsen, p. 383. e. g., 

Thuc. 2, 2 : a/ia fjpL dp^ofiev^. 

" 2, 6 : ayji yhp ry ia68<p yiyvojiivy. 
o, 1 : afia rtp airq> a k fia^ovr l. 
Cf. Aristophanes, Eq. 520: ayji rah iroXial? /carcovaai?. 
In Xenophon, besides the Epic usage, we find kindred expres- 
sions : 

Xen. Anab. 7, 7, 39 : avv T0Z9 6eol$ e 18 6 at,. 
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Xen. Cyropaedia 8, 7, 6 : avv rtp %povq> irpoiovrt. 
Cf. Mommsen, p. 364. 1 

In addition to the examples of the particular type just noticed, 
the following may be cited as illustrative : 

Hdt. 1, 34: fiera 8k ^oXcova ol%6 fievov. 

" 2, 22 : airo rrj tco \ikvr)% %c6vo$. 

" " eVi X L ° VL ireaovo-rj. 
Thuc. 1, 100: to y&piov at 'Eiwea 6Bol kt t£6 fievov. 

" 2, 49 : fiera ravra Xaxfrqcavra. 

" 6, 3 : fiera Xvpa/covaa*; ol re icr 6 e laa$. 

" 7,42: Sea rrjv AetceXeiav r e ly^i fo fievrjv. 
Xen. An. 7, 7, 12 : f\ %&>/oa tt o p0 ov fievrj ikinrei avrov. 
Lucian, Vera Hist. 2, 43 : i/c rov vSaro? Sieo-T&To?. 

" " " 2, 5 : airo r&v tcXdScov kiv o vjjl kv <ov. 

Dion Cassius, 58, 27, 2 : Sia top SpdcvXXov o-o<f>d>Ta,Ta rov 

Tifiipcov fiera^eipicdfievov. 

J. E. Sandys in a note to Dem. 21, 49, where he says that tt&vt' 
il~r)Tao'iL€v } is equivalent to irdvroyv i^eracc^ and ravr dfieXovfiev 
to tovtodv dfieXeia, remarks that it is characteristic of Greek and 
jLatin to prefer to use a passive participle in agreement with a sub- 
stantive, instead of using the corresponding noun followed by the 
genitive. Marchant, in a note to Thuc. vn. 28, says that the idiom 
is less common in Greek than in Latin. This statement in regard 
to Latin requires severe modification. Its beginnings in Latin are 
very modest, and certainly in no wise prophetic of its development. 
Rhetoric became its foster-parent, and Livy and Tacitus evinced a 
predilection for it. See Schmalz, Lateinische Syntax, 2d ed., p. 
439. For the Greek side, see Gildersleeve in A. J. P., 13, 258 ff., 
19, 463, ff., and 20, 352, ff., and Stahl in Rh. M. 54, 1 and 3. 

In a number of cases which might be cited in this connection, 
the plasticity of the participle admits of varied conception. These 
consequently have not been considered. 

1 The usage of &}ia in the Orators is very restricted. See a Programm by L. 
Lutz, Die Casus- Ad verbien bei den attischen JRednern, Wiirzburg, 1891, p. 33. 
No case occurs where the predicative participle is expressed. Five out of sixteen 
cases are found in Antiphon, a representative of the older Attic. 
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The Greek dative, unlike the Latin dative, which is purely per- 
sonal and is not governed by a preposition, is a mixed or syncre- 

tistic case. The elements which have 

ADVERBIAL-DATIVE eDtered int ° itS com P ositi ™ ™ S^- 
TYPE OF PREDICATION. era Ny regarded as three in number. 

They are the true dative, such as we 
find in Latin, the locative, and the instrumental. These three have 
become fused in such a way as to make it very difficult at times to 
determine which conception was present, or, at least, uppermost in 
the mind of the Greek. The situation, however, is made less com- 
plicated, and greater unity is seen to prevail amid seeming diversity, 
if what is generally conceived as instrumental is conceived as soci- 
ative or comitative. The idea that means is only a species of 
accompaniment is presented in a convincing manner by Professor 
Gildersleeve {fxerd and <rvv in A. J. P. 8, 218 ff.), who, in speaking 
of the language of Homer, says : " There was no difference in con- 
ception between <rvv revx^o-c and <rvv 0e<p. The distinction is 
purely modern. What we regard as subordinate, as a mere append- 
age, was not such to the primitive man. The man's weapons, 
horses, chariot, were an extension of his individuality, and the 
feeling is by no means dead, as is attested by the proper names 
given to arms, to coaches, to vessels, and by the affectionate femi- 
nine pronoun so often employed in familiar English of utensils of 
all kinds." 

The sociative dative begins very simply in Homer, and at the 
same time quite naturally. The writer is in accord with the view 
of the genesis of this dative which was presented recently by Fr. 
Stolz, Der attributive Gebrauch von avros beim sociativen Dativ, 
Wiener Studien, 20, p. 244 ff. Stolz appears to have overlooked 
the fact that meritorious work had already been done in this field 
by Holzweissig, Ueber den sociativ-instrumentalen Gebrauch des 
griechischen Dativ bei Homer, Burg, 1885. The dative in Homer, 
in and by itself, sufficed to express accompaniment. Holzweissig 
and Stolz give examples of this. We may cite : 

<f>a<rydv(p dtgas (E 81, K 456, ® 88). 

afoo-av <p 6 7%€t (A 484). 

?7T7ro*9 ataamv (P 460). 

TOICLV €7T€CT r\l(T(TOV (2 506). 
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The sociative sense of the simple dative survives in the subse- 
quent literature. As Holzweissig points out, it appears most un- 
mistakably in prose when the dative is used with the names of 
persons in military expressions, e. g. : 

Hdt. 5, 99 : oi 'Adrfvaioi amickaro el/coai vrjvaL 
Thuc. 8, 38 : oi SV/c t?;? Aeafiov 'AOrjvaiot, rjSrj Biafteftrj /co- 
re? e? rrjv Xtop rff arparta. 
Ps.-Lys. 2, 32 : elBore? 8* ore . . . iirtirXevaavre^ j(i\iac? 
vavalv eprifirjv rrjv ttoXlv Xtfyfrovrai. 

Cf. Helbing, p. 84 IF., for a list of similar expressions in Herodotus. 

In considering the sociative sense of the simple dative, it will 
be helpful to notice in this connection one of the most interesting 
and striking phenomena of Greek with which, moreover, we are, 
in a measure, familiar. It is the use of the dative with avro? to 
express accompaniment. Monro, Homeric Grammar, p. 138, note, 
remarks that in such a phrase as avrois ofieXolai (£ 77), which he 
explains " with the meat sticking to the spits as before," the soci- 
ative sense is emphasised by the addition of avrols, and adds that, 
without such an addition, there would generally be nothing to 
decide between the different possible meanings of the dative, and 
consequently a preposition {avv or a/ia) would be needed. But, 
after all, if avros is dropped, all that is lost is the emphasis which 
it imparted to the expression. This has been made sufficiently 
clear by Stolz (1. a). A further cause for misconception has been 
the occasional use of avv along with avros in the same construction. 
This has led Kriiger, Dial. 48, 15, 16, and other scholars to the 
wrong conclusion that we have an ellipsis of avv in those cases 
where it does not occur. Holzweissig (1. c.) remarks that the mere 
proportion of occurrences, in Homer, of avros with the dative, and 
of avv followed by avro? with the dative, shows that the form with- 
out the preposition is the original one. The reason why avv is 
found along with the dative, he observes, is that the dative has 
assumed the functions of the datims comitativus. Had he gone 
further and considered this as applicable to the dative unaccom- 
panied by auro9, he would have anticipated Stolz at this point. 

The usage of avros in this idiom for different authors is given 
by Mommsen, Beitrage, p. 62. It occurs in Homer thirteen times, 
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avv being added in three instances. Mommsen's theory, which 
the writer is unable to accept, is that avrtp, like avv> serves to raise 
the weak instrumental to a sociative. The use of auTo? with the 
singular is peculiar to comedy and Homer. The tragic use is con- 
fined to the plural, and, as a general rule, is concerned with things. 
In Aristophanes (Mommsen, p. 649), it is used only of things, but 
in both singular and plural, and with or without the article. The 
use of the article is restricted to comedy and prose. For comedy, cf. 
Aristophanes, Vespae, 170: avrolai rol? KavdyXlot,?. 

" " 1449: avTolat rocs fcavddpocs. 

" Equites, 849 : avrolai to£<? iropira^cv, 

" Nubes, 1302 : avTois Tpo^ofc Tofc <rol<n /cal » 

f-vvtopLaw. 

" Ranae, 560 : avroi? toi$ Takapot,?. 

Eupolis, Aij/jbOi 37 : avralci ra2$ Kvrjfiaicnv. 
For this last example, cf. Meineke, n, p. 475 ff., Kock, Frag. 
Com. Gr. I, p. 284, and Henri Weil in the Revue Critique, vol. 
12, (N. S.), 1881, p. 293 if. Weil, in brief, makes this expression 
equivalent to avTcu<n reus pi^auauv. 

Turning to prose, note 
Herodotus, 6, 32: koi ras ttoXlcls hfeiriixirpaaav avrolai to?? 
IpoZai. 
Bekker struck out the article here, and was followed by Kriiger. 
In a number of passages from Herodotus, the MSS vary as to the 
use or omission of the article. Kallenberg, Commentatio critica 
in Herodotum, Berlin, 1884, p. 15 (cf. Helbing, p. 86), after an 
examination of the passages in question, arrives at the conclusion 
that Herodotus was not uniform in his usage, but sometimes ad- 
mitted, sometimes omitted, the article. The principle that Kallen- 
berg has laid down (Jahresber. des philol. Vereins zu Berlin, 1897, 
p. 204 ff.), in the course of an excellent contribution on the article 
with 7ra?, outos, i/ceivosy and 58e in Herodotus, that the article is 
used because of the noun with which it is associated and not because 
of the pronoun, is applicable also to avTos. The omission of the 
article in prose can be explained, as has already been indicated, by 
Epic survival, e. g., avToi<n avBpdcc, which, as Kallenberg remarks, 
seems to be a crystallized expression used first by Herodotus, then 
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by Thucydides and Xenophon. Only one instance of auro? with the 
sociative dative was observed in the Orators, vis., in Demosthenes, 
122, 68 : aureus ireSais. 

But words may occupy the predicative position so-called, with- 
out at the same time conveying a predicative signification. Such 
the writer believes to be the case with avro? and certain other 
words, as a/cpo$, fiiaos, etc. They are simply appositive. Of 
datives which undoubtedly carry a predicative signification, the 
following may be cited by way of illustration : 

Hdt. 6, 8 : ir€7rXr)pa)fi€P^at ryci, vyvtrl iraprjaav oi v Ia>i>€9. 
Thuc. 1, 6 : avetfikvri Tp Stalry. 
Aristoph. Eq. 280 : /cevy t$ /coiXla. 
Plato, Legg. 880 A : yfri\cu$ rals j^pa'tv. 
Xen. Anab. 1, 8, 1 : ihpovvri rip imnp. 
" Hell. 3, 4, 11 : <f>aiBp<p t^3 TrpoatoTrqt. 

The sociative, rather than the instrumental, sense of such datives 
as the foregoing is now recognized by Kiihner-Gerth, Ausfiihrliche 
Grammatik der griech. Sprache, § 425, 5, as a comparison with the 
preceding edition will readily show. "Attendant Circumstances," 
" Manner," and the like, are simply special manifestations of the 
same dative. 

It may be remarked at this point that the participle employed is 
generally the perfect, occasionally the present. The reason for the 
predominance of these particular tenses is, in the writer's opinion, 
that given by Boiling (The Participle in Hesiod — Cath. Univ. 
Bull., vol. in., p. 466, Washington, 1897) for the Homeric use of 
participles in direct attribution. " The reason for the predominance 
of these tenses (i. e., the present and the perfect) is that lasting 
actions are the ones that lend themselves most readily to attribu- 
tion, and these are to be found either in the continued action of 
the present or in the perfect as denoting attitude and resulting con- 
dition." The relation of the participle to the adjective, so far as 
numbers go, is in the Orators 1 : 12, in Lucian 1 : 6. 

A widely different view of these datives is that of Classen who, 
in the course of his remarks on the expression dreXel rfj vlktj 
(Thuc. 8, 27, 6), notes that we have here a " Dative Absolute," of 
which he has given several examples from Homer, Beobachtungen 
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fiber den hom. Sprg., p. 155. Compare, further, his notes on 
Thucydides, 1, 6, 3 and 2, 100, 6, which bear in the same direc- 
tion. Monro, Homeric Grammar, p. 213, recognizes in a number 
of these examples from Homer an approach to a " Dative Abso- 
lute." He characterizes them as extensions or free applications by 
the help of the participle of the true dative (dat. eth.). Classen's 
use of the term u Dative Absolute" has received merited strictures 
from Spieker, Genitive Absolute in the Attic Orators, A. J. P., 6, 
p. 315. The proper point of view, in the writer's judgment, from 
which to regard these datives is given by Kiihner-Gerth, vol. n. 
§423, 18, e, f, and g. See also Wolfflin's Archiv, vol. 8, p. 48 ff. 

Having treated of the origin of the adverbial-dative type of 
predication, the writer proposes to set forth here the usage of the 

classical period, with the historians, 

ADV.-DAT. TYPE. especially Thucydides, and the Orators 
(a) Classical Greek. r -\ / ' 

as the basis of this study. ±>y way of 

comparison and contrast, the usage of post-classical Greek will be 
noted, with Lucian as the model for this period, and an endeavor will 
be made to indicate any deviations from the norm of classical usage. 
The sociative, or comitative, dative may conveniently be subdi- 
vided into (1) dative of military accompaniment, (2) dative of 
attendant circumstances, (3) dative of means and instrument. Some 
of the examples considered under one of these heads might very 
well be considered under another. 

(1) Dative of Military Accompaniment : — 

Hdt. 6, 8, 1 : TreirXrjpddfievriaL Trjai vrjval irapr\<rav 

ol v Ig>z/€<?. 
Thuc. 4, 55, 1 : ddpoa fiev ovSajiov ttj ivvdfiei avrera- 

gavro. 
lb. 6, 34, 5: t^S ra^vvavrovvTi dOpocoriptp /cov<f>l- 

cavre? irpoafiakoiev. 
lb. 6, 37, 1 : fieya yap to teal avral^ rat? vavcl icov- 

(fXLLS TOCOVTOV ifKoVV SevpO fCOflKjOrjVai. 

lb. 6, 43, 1: (roarjhe rjSrj rfj irapaa icevfj 'AOrjvaioi 

apavres;)* 
lb. 8, 80, 1 : aOpoai? rat? vavalv . . . ovk avravrjyovro. 
lb. 8, 104, 5: daBeveat /cal iteairaafievai,^ ral$ 
vavcrl /cadloTavTo. 
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The foregoing examples exhaust the list of datives of military 
accompaniment of this type. None were found in the Orators, 
where their occurrence would only be incidental. Although Herod- 
otus frequently uses the sociative dative, the example cited above 
is the only one of this type. Helbing, p. 84 ff., has overlooked it. 

Similar datives from Xenophon may be noticed here: 

Anab. 1, 7, 14 : awrerayfjLivtp T£> arparevfuvn. 

lb. 4, 2, 1 1 : 6p6LoL<; ro2<t Xoxoi?. 

Hell. 1, 5, 14 : Siecirapfievcus reus vavai. 

In comedy may be noted : 

Aristophanes, Acharn., 686 : o-TpoyyvXois rot? prffiaat,. 
" Ranae, 903: avroirpifivo^ toI$ Xoyoiaw. 

" Equites, 205 : aytcvXat,? reus xepalv. 

(2) Dative of Attendant Circumstances : — 

Thuc. 1, 6, 3: kcl\ avei [levy rrf hi airy e? to Tpvfepco- 

repov fiereaT^a-av. 
lb. 1, 120, 5: ivOvfielrat yap ovSels ofioia rfj ttigtsi 

teal e*py<p iiregipXGTat,. 
lb. 2, 38, 2: firjhev ol/ceioripa rrj airoXavcrei ra avrov 

ayaOa ycyvofMeva KapirovaOai. 
lb. 2, 100, 2: koX rfj aXXrj Trapao-tcevj) Kpeicraovi . 
lb. 3, 38, 1 : 6 yap iraOcov tcS Bpdcravrc afifiXvrepq ttj 

opyfj iwegepxerai. 
lb. 6, 55, 3: iroXX<p tcS ireptovrt, rqv a<r<f>aXov<; /care- 
KpaTrjce. 

Classen sees in the first and last examples an equivalent for the 
genitive absolute construction. The dative point of view, as has 
already been remarked, forbids such a comparison. In the second 
example, the MSS read 6fiola } which some editors adopt. The edi- 
tors are warranted in making the slight change of accent. In the 
last case, we have a favorite Thucydidean use of the neuter parti- 
ciple. It is equivalent to iroXXfj t# Trepiovaia. 

The usage of the Orators is as follows : 

Pseudo-Lysias 2, 18 : iXevdepat,? rals 'sfrv'xais iiroXi- 

T6VOVTO. 
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Isocrates 15, 126 : avaireirrafiivais avTov iSexovro rair 

Isaeus 6, 59: XoiSoptfcerai fieydXrj rff (fxovfj. 
Lycurgus 145: 6 p/rfXo^orov rrjv ' Att iktjv elvai (f>avepa 

rfj tyr)<fxp Karayfri](f>iadfjL€vo^. 
Demosthenes 19, 199: epel Xafnrpa Trj <f><ovfj. 
lb. 57, 11 : i/3Xao-(f>7]fjb€i /cari/iov rayy zeal 7roX\ct /cai 

fieydXy rfj <f>a>vr). 
lb. 43, 82: (j>avepa rfj yfrtf^q) iyfrr)<f>ioaTO. 
Aeschines 1, 19 : $9 ovBe icadap<p BcaXeyerac t&5 owfiarv. 
lb. 2, 7: aU' toy rfj evvoia d/eovovra?. 

The position of dvaireirrafievaL^, in the second example, is due 
to Isocrates' avoidance of hiatus. The contemptuous use of <f>a>vi} 
by Isaeus and Demosthenes is noteworthy. In the case of Pseudo- 
Demosthenes 43, 82, Blass revises Dindorfs text by striking out 
the article. He has MS warrant (S F Q). The reason he assigns 
"At metaphorice hio usurpatur sfrijefros" does not, in the writer's 
opinion, carry any weight. In Aeschines 1, 19, for ocofjuarc there 
is a v. 1. orofiart. There is no doubt, however, of the oblique 
predication. With tog rfj evvoia of Aeschines 2, 7, may be com- 
pared ofjuoia rfj iriorei of Thucydides 1, 120. 

Especially to be noted are the substantives in the foregoing list. 
They are such words as yfrvxv* <fxovi], ^^05, o&p,a, evvoia. The 
list is important for this reason, that it gives us the key to the 
true home of the construction we are studying. Further verifica- 
tion will be found in the pages following. The adverbial-dative 
type of predication centres round the body and its parts. The 
principle of analogy gives the construction a wider range. 

The article in each of the examples just cited may be considered 
as a weakened or fainter possessive. (Cf. Kriiger, Sprachlehre 50, 
2, 3). The Attic Greek was wont to use the article in character- 
ising various objects with which he stood in some personal relation, 
where we generally prefer the possessive pronoun. Our English 
idiom requires the omission of the possessive in a number of cases. 
For instance, we should not say ' with his voice loud/ but ' in a 
loud voice.' We may say, however, — and this helps us to under- 
stand the idiom — ' with his eyes open/ ' with his fists clenched/ etc. 
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(3) Dative of Means and Instrument : — 

Thuc. 2, 49, 5: ry Siyftrj airavcrq) gwexpjtepoi,. 

lb. 2, 76, 4: afyieaav rrjv Sokov %aXapa2<; ral$ aXv- 

aeat. 
lb. 7, 36, 3: arepifyoi,? zeal ira^eo-i, irpo? ieo7ka zeal 

aaffepr) irapixpvre?, rol? ififtoXois. 

Of the Orators, Isocrates is the only one represented under this 
head. 

Isocr. 10, 23: ov yhp fiovov rots ottXoi? i/coafAqcavTO 

irapairXrfclots etc. 
lb. 15, 47: Kal yhp rr) X&gei iroii\TiKtoTkpa zeal 

iroiKcXcorepa rets irpdl-eis BrjXovai .... 

ere Be ra2$ aXXai? ISiais iirt<f>ave - 

are pais Kal irXeloaiv oXov tov Xoyov 

8lockov<tiv. 

In the first of these examples from Isocrates, the position of 
7rapairXr)o-loi,$ is evidently due to the desire of avoiding hiatus. 
The second shows a carefully studied and symmetrical arrangement 
of the different parts of the sentence. 

All the examples of the sociative dative in oblique predication 
found in Herodotus, Thucydides and the Orators, have now been 
considered. A few more datives involving the same principle, but 
not sociative, may be noted at this point. 

Thuc. 2, 100: avrovs iroXXairXaalfp t^5 SfilXq> is 
klvSwov /caOlaraaav. 

Some conceive this as dative of cause ; others as dative of the 
indirect object. 

Thuc. 1, 30: p&yjpi oi KopLvdcoc irepicovri t$5 depei 
irkfi^avres vavs /cat oTparidv. 
This is the dative of time. With it has been compared 

Xen. Hell. 3, 2, 25 : irepuovri r$ ivcavrS. 
Jowett (Thuc. 1, 30, note) claims that the cases are not exactly 
parallel. 

Thuc. 1, 117, 1: a<f>pdtcT<p r<p arparoirihtp hrvire- 
(Tovre?. 
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lb. 2, 39, 3: adpoa re rfj hvvdfiet rjfi&v ovSel? irco 
lb. 4, 122, 5 : ry Karh, yr\v Aa/ceSai/jLOvlcov la-^vl dvco<f>€- 

Xct 7ri<TT€V0VT€$. 

lb. 7, 39, 2 : era*©? .... zeal BioXuyov av0i$ teal avdrjfiepbi/ 
airpoaho /crfrot,? to?? 'Adrjvaloi? iiri^ei- 
p&ci. 

These are datives of the indirect object, with which the predica- 
tive adjective stands in agreement, and are not to be confounded 
with the sociative dative. It is not always easy to decide which 
kind of dative we have, as, e. g., in the instance cited above under 
dative of military accompaniment (Thuc. 4, 55, 1). If it refers to 
the Peloponnesians, we have, undoubtedly, the dative of military 
accompaniment, in other words, the sociative dative. If the 
Athenians are referred to, we have the dative of the indirect 
object. Jowett prefers the former, Kriiger the latter, inter- 
pretation. 

The following datives in the Orators may be noted : 

Antiphon 376: TroXefjulq) tcS tovtov fieXei Trepwreacov. 

lb. 5, 12: avco poT 01s ircareva-avra^ roi$ /AapTvpovci. 

Lysias 32, 14: kirnvypwas itcftelSXr} p,evq> tc5 ftifiXlo). 

Isocrates 8, 104: ofjuolai? rals o-v/jL<f>opat$ irepieireaov. 

Aeschines 3, 146: (frepoov .... tov kivBvvov enrapacr iceixp 
Trj iroXet. 

These are all, likewise, datives of the indirect object, with which 
the predicative adjective or participle stands in agreement. 

Lucian, who is generally conceded to be the best of the Atticists, 
has been made the basis of this study, and his usage is instructive 

„ for the period. One cannot fail to 

ADV.-DAT. TYPE. • *u t • • r lU 

(b) Post-Classical Gbeek. notlce > ln ^ e Lucianic usage of the 

sociati ve-dative type, the salient fact, to 
which attention has already been called, that it has, first and chiefly, 
to do with the body and its parts. But, looking deeper than this 
general resemblance, it will be seen that, while he observes the 
letter of the law, he kills the spirit. The Attic Greek used it in 
circumstances justifying its use. The Atticist paid no regard to 
circumstances. With him, it is simply affectation. 
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Id classifying the datives, it is found that, as in the Orators, so 
in Lucian, the dative of military accompaniment finds no scope. 
There remain, then, the dative of attendant circumstances and the 
dative of means and instrument. Here, too, the classification, it 
must be premised, is one of convenience, and is more or le$p 
arbitrary. No attempt was made to discriminate the genuine 
from the spurious dialogues. 

(1) Dative of Attendant Circumstances : — 

Lucian, Nigrinus 4 : drevel teal dvaireirrafiivrj rfj yfrvxj}. 

" Timon 9 : fieydXy rfj (fxovfj (mepe). 

" lb. 41 : dvaireirrayAvoi^ toI<$ koXttoi^. 

" Dial. Deor. 20, 6 : t^J TpayriXtp aTreo-Tpa/jL/jLevtp. 

" Dial. Mar. 4, 3 : dvewyfievoi? toi$ ofydaXfiols. 

" Dial. Mort. 21, 1 : aTpkirrip r<p Trpoadiircp. 

" Menippus 9 : rjpefiala t{) <f>ayvf}. 

" lb. 18 : rpa^eia teal dirrjvec ttj (fxoin). (Cf. Bis 
Accus. 31, and De Morte Peregr. 3.) 

" De Merc. Cond. 34 : \€7tt^ ttj <f><ovp. 

" Hermotimus 1 : ficucptp r<p XP° Vf P* 

" Zeuxis 4 : virearaXfievri rfj oirXfj. 

" Quom. hist, conscr. 1 : Xnrapet rtp TrvpertS. 

" " 45 : effiXinrov oxovftivg Tore rfj 

" Eunuchus 11 : yfrvxpai t^S ISp&n. 

" Amores 13 : Xnrapol? roi$ ^eiXecnv. 

" lb. 36 : v7T€OTaXfi,€v<p rtp T779 (fxovfjs rovq>. 

" lb. 37 : yvfivqi tc3 Xoy<p. 

" lb. 52 : lXap<o tc3 irpoatoTrtp. 

" Lucius 47 : iiravOovarj rfj rpiyi* 

" Grail us 6 : dveqyyoac Tot? 6<f>0aXfioi$. 

{t Bis Accus. 10 : yjnXip rifitjaavre^ tg3 icportp. 

" De Parasito 49 : <f>cu8pa> tg3 Trpoawircp. (Cf. Cronos. 

16.) 

" Philopseudes 24 : irwapa icai av^jjuoarj ttj Xdxyrj. 

" Cal. non tern. cred. 24: tXaptp /cal /ccofiLtccp ra> irpo- 

" Navigium 16 : 7roX\c5 t^J yiXcon. 
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Lucian, Dial, Meretr. 4, 5 : hriTpoxcp rfj ykwrrrj. 
" De morte Peregr. 32 : jivpltp r<p irkijdei. 
" Fugitivi 10 : drevici Tofc 6<j>8aXfiol^. 
" lb. 33 : pVTraxrrj irpoairt xal yvvauceLq r% irlrrp. 

With a very few exceptions, the substantives in the foregoing 
list belong to the class already described. /AeydXrj rfj (f>covfj is 
especially frequent. Demosthenes used \apnrpa also in this con- 
nection. Lucian seems to ring all the changes which the construc- 
tion admits of. This is suggestive of Lucian's method. 
(2) Dative of Means and Instrument: — 
Lucian, Timon 21 : iraXaia rfj odovrj. 

" Dial. Mort. 17, 1 : /coCky rfj %e*pt. 

" lb. 10, 12 : a<f>06vot,<; rol<; Xidon. (Cf. Pise. 1.) 

" Zenxis 3 : a/cpifiel rfj orrdOfij). (Cf. Imag. 17.) 

" Quom. hist, conscr. 7 : ov arevip tc5 Icdfitp. 

" lb. 34 : iroWff rfj aatcrjaei teal aweyel t^5 irovtp zeal 

tyjX<p. 
" Vera Hist. 1, 6: ov rpaxec irepirjxpvfiivrjv t^> 

Kvfiari. 
" Phal. pr. 11 : a\tf/croi$ Tat? 68vvat,$. 
" Amores 12 : rat? /cop,ai$ evOaXecw. 
" Imagines 14 : evtcaipep rfj apaei koI Beast. 
11 Toxaris 20 : fieydXq> r<p Trvevfiarc. 
" lb. 60 : KapnrvXcp rtp glfet,. 
" Lucius 42 : ddpoa ttj j^e^n. 
" " 51 : iroXXol? to t9 $Ckr\yjwi. 

" Bis Accus. 10 : ay/cvXtp tcS 8a/crv\q>* 
" Anachar. 31 : ftadecrt toi$ rpavfiaaiv. 
" De Domo 18 : dOpotp t$ tcdXXei. 
" De Dips. 1 1 : iroXX<p r<p avxp><p> 
Dial. Meretr. 13, 2 : iircxpifao^ roh ottXois. 
Convivium 44 : ^prjarip pudXa zeal ftadei rip rpavpbari. 
lb. 44 : opOtp rtp haicrvXtp. 
Nero 9 : opOals rah BiXrot?. 

These examples abundantly illustrate Lucianic usage. The fol- 
lowing examples from other authors may also be noted. The 
influence of earlier writers is perceptible. 
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(1) Dative of Military Accompaniment : — 

Dion Cassius, 39, 68, 1 : Trpoiwv Si ivrevdev Si)(a Siypy- 

fitvcp Ttp GTpar$. 
lb. 50, 11, 6: adpoa rjj irapaa icevfj rbv % \ovt,ov 

SUfiaXev. 
lb. 50, 31, 4: Trv/cvai? rals vavalv oXlyov £fa> t&v 
ot€V&v irapara^apAvcov. 

(2) Dative of Attendant Circumstances : — 

Dion Cass. 43, 43, 2: rfj re ycLp iadrjrt ^avvorkpa iv 

Traaiv ivrjfipvvero. 
lb. 46, 22, 4 : ire yovv yvjivol? to?? fjl<f>€aiv i$ rr)v 

ayophv iaiSpafiov. 
lb. 49, 20, 2 : Troppcodev yhp <r<f>o8pal$ rai$ ftoXai? 

ifjitcvov/ievoi,. 
lb. 65, 15, 7: wore tcadapa koX aQpovrlartp teal 

aWTTOTTTip rrj ^v%V TTpOCTOfjuXeiP. 

Diod. Sic. 1, 70, 5 : peydXy ry 4>wy. (Cf. 1, 83, 3.) 

lb. 3, 27, 3: /caTa/cXidel? Be aOpocp rft ft ape i. 

lb. 3, 29, 3: Trdvre? irpoa^ipovai ravrrjv adpooi? to* 9 

cropol? . 
lb. 4, 48, 2 : i<rrracr pivots to?? fjlfeai. (Cf. 4, 52, 4.) 

(3) Dative of Means and Instrument : — 

Dion Cass. 40, 43, 3: i/c8i&fjai avrov? iic Tr}$ ayopa? 

irXayioi? ical TrXareai roi$ 
fjltfreai Tralovra?. 
By " prepositional type " of oblique predication, is meant ob- 
lique predication introduced by a preposition. The plan, pursued 

in the previous chapter, of noting the 
PREPOSITIONAL TYPE. cla8(jical M ^ in the histori . 

(a) Classical Greek. ^ /• 

ans and Orators, and of comparing or 

contrasting with it that of post-classical Greek, is also followed 

here. 

Herodotus: — 

Hdt. 5, 92, 7 : in iirl yfrv^pbv rbv lirvbv HeplavSpo? 

rob? aprov? iiriftaXe, 

lb. 5, 29: o#o>9 rivh tSocev iv aveaTrj/cvlg ry %a>p# 

aypbv ev i%epyaap£vov. 
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These are the only cases found in Hdt. There is a special reason 
for the predicative position of the adjective yfrvxpov. " Into the 
cold oven " is an incorrect rendering. It might be rendered (i into 
the oven when it was cold." But the brachylogy of the Greek 
has disappeared. avearrjKvir) is best interpreted avatrrdrtp yevo- 
fiivy or avaardrtp iovag. Stein aptly compares Xen. Cyrop. 1,3: 
iv dpeivy ovarj rr} X®P a * 
Thucydides : — 

Thuc. 1, 19, 2: fiera atcpai<f>vov$ T779 ^vfifia^La^ 

ijvdrjaav. 
Thuc. 2, 43,4: Trpb? avevOvvov ttjv vfierepav a/epo- 

aatv, 
lb. 6, 66, 1 : ort, fikv tca\a ret irpoecpyao-fiiva zeal virep 

tcaXcov t&v fieWovrcov 6 aycov earav. 
lb. 6, 77, 1 : d\\a Acoptr)? ikevOepot air* avrovofiov T779 

HeXoirovvqaov. 
lb. 6, 92, 5: /cal avrovs vvv vofiiaavra^ ire pi fieyiaTtov 

8r) T&V 8ia<j)€p6vTQ)V j3ov\€V€<T0CU. 

lb. 7, 84, 4: /cal iv KoiXcp Svti Ttp 7roTap,q> iv <r$iaw 

avTol? rapcwaofievov?. 
lb. 1, 36, 1 : to Sk Oapaovv pJrj SegapAvov aadeves ov Trpo$ 

la%vovTa<; tov$ i^Opoif^ aheiarepov iao- 

fievov. 
lb. 1,74, 3: vfi€i<i fiev yap airo re olKovfiivcov t&v 

7r6\€(DV. 

lb. 1,84, 4: del Se a>9 7rpo? et> ftovXevofiivovs tov? 

ivavTiov? Zpytp irapaa/cevatyfieda. 
lb. 8, 38, 3: ol Se X2ot, iv iroXXats rat? irplv p.a^ai^ 
7T€Tr\riyfjL€V0t. 
This array of examples exhibits one of several points of differ- 
ence between Thucydides and Herodotus. The compactness and 
precision of this mode of expression certainly appealed to Thucy- 
dides. The first example has the rare word d/cpaufrvovs, which, 
as Classen remarks, has the force of a time-limitation. The second 
is a good example of Thucydides* preference of abstract to con- 
crete expressions. Kriiger analyses the third example thus : /eaXd 
itrn Ta fiiXXovTa v7T€p &v. Compactness of expression, of course, 
is lost by such a resolution. Classen notes the use of the predica- 
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tive participle olicovp&v&v in the eighth example to sharpen the 
antithesis to what follows. In the next example, Widmann 
(Boehme's Thukydides, revised by Widmann, Leipzig, 1894) says 
that we have an abridged expression for 7*7909 tou? ivavrlovs cE>9 
717909 cS PovXevofievowt, with which he compares Thuc. 4, 41 , 2 : 
©9 €9 irarplZa ravrrjv and 6, 50, 4 : a>9 iraph <j>i\ov$ /cal evepyera? 
'AOrjvalov*;. This method of conceiving such an expression — 
others like it will be adduced later — seems clumsy and quite un- 
necessary. a>9 gives the subjective attitude. ftovXevofiivovs is 
predicative in the same way as oUov/xivcov, to which reference has 
been made. 

Having concluded an examination of the usage of the historians, 
the writer will now pass to a consideration of that of the Orators. 

Antiphon : — 

Ant. 5, 33 : &>9 fikv oiv fierk XPV°" r V^ T V*> e\7TfcSo9 
iytyveoo-fci jjlov Karayfrevo-dfievof;, rovrtp huayy- 
pi%€TO to) \oyq>. 

MS N omits the article. MS A has it. Some of the editors 
follow the one MS, some follow the other. Graffunder, De Cripp- 
siano et Oxoniensi Antiphon t is Dinarchi Lycurgi Codicibus, Berlin, 
1882, p. 70 ff, remarks that this is one of those expressions which 
the Greeks are wont to enrich with the article, whereas we are 
wont to do without it. He compares Dinarchus 1, 67 : rlvas ra<; 
iXirlSa? i^ofiev ; 1, 77: iv rovrtp tcl$ eKiriha^ fyetv ; 1, 102: 
iv TO69 effi> rh$ ikiriha^ e^€Te. Bienwald, De Crippsiano et 
Oxoniensi, etc., Gorlitz, 1889, p. 29, holds that the reading with, 
or without, the article is correct, but, inasmuch as Antiphon uses 
the article more frequently in the case of iXsrrk, he would prefer 
to insert it. Cucuel, Essai sur la langue et le style de Porateur 
Antiphon, Paris, 1886, p. 60, under "Adjectif attribut" notes that 
Antiphon quite often puts an adjective u en relief" by detaching it 
from the substantive to which it belongs, and makes it bear the 
force of the thought. In this way the phrase acquires much vigor 
and conciseness. He happily illustrates this conciseness of expres- 
sion by contrasting the following expressions : 

Ant. 6, 28 : ovk a\rj07j<; fjv i\ alria fjv airi&VTcu kclt ifiov. 
" 5, 38 : ovk akr)0ri tt]v airvav i7ri<f>€pov fjv gri&vTO. 
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The article should be retained, in the writer's judgment, not 
because Antiphon uses it more often than he omits it in connection 
with iX*rri<; — for this has really little weight in settling the ques- 
tion — but because the article is anaphoric, pointing back to § 31 
rijv fj£v iXevdepiav iXirl<ra$ otaeadai, where the word iXirfc is 
implied, and, at the same time, as Cucuel observes, the expression 
thereby gains in vigor. For further examples of the predicative 
position in connection with eW?, cf., e. g., Thuc. 6, 68, 2 : 
fieydXrjv rrjv iXiriSa tt)? vl/cr)$ §x eiv * ^ n ^^ Greek, Luc. 
Longaevi 9: xprjo-roTepa*; ex €lv T ^* iXirlSa^. Cf. Som- 
nium 2, Zeuxis 8. 

Andocides : — 

Andoc. 1, 88: 07r6aai iv Brffiofcparovfiivrj rfj nroXet, 
iyevovro. 

Lipsius (Andocides, Leipzig, 1888) brackets t#. In this he 
follows MS A (according to Dobson). There is no good reason 
for omitting the article. The same expression is found in a law 
in Demosthenes 24, 56, and is used by Demosthenes in 24, 76, 
where Kennedy misses the point by rendering it " in a democratical 
state." It is rightly interpreted by Hickie, " when the city was 
under democratic government," and by Marchant, " in the time 
of the democracy." Dobree, Adversaria Critica, vol. 1, p. 325, 
compares iv Srj/noKpaTovfievrj ry iroXei of Dem. 24, 56 with Srjfio- 
Kparovfievr]^ rr)<; 7ro\€a>9 of Dem. 24, 58. This comparison seems 
apt, for in the former passage iv Brjfio/cpaTovfiivrj rfj nrroXev and iwl 
r&v TpiaKovra are contrasted expressions, while in the latter passage 
we have SrjfjLO/cpaTovfievrjs Tr}$ 7ro\ea>? and iirl r&v rpid/covTa. In 
other words — with no intention of applying mathematics to lan- 
guage — iv SrjfiofcpaTOVfjL€vrj tt} iroXev and Srjfio/cpaTOVfievr)? T779 
7ro\€ft>? are practically equivalent expressions. 

Lysias: — 

Lys. 12,97: oi fiev iv nrroXefiia tt} irarpiBt row iraiSas 

/caraXi,7r6vT€$. 
Pseudo-Lys. 2, 49: i)yovfji€voi i) eh ipyfiov rfjv x<*P av 
ififtaXetv. 
The force of the predicative adjective TroXefila, which is in keep- 
ing with the vigorous utterance of Lysias at this point, is height- 
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ened by the contrast with the words iv gevy yjj which follow. The 
word x<*P a frequently has its adjective in the predicative position. 
Cf., e. g., Xen. Anab, 1, 3, 14: a>9 Sid <f>i\ia<; T779 %a>pa9 
cLira^ei'y also 4, 1, 8. Anab. 5,4,2: a>? Sid <f>iXia<; f) £>$ Bid 
ttoXc (ila<; iropevaovrai rrj? %G)pa<;. Arrian, Anab. 3, 3, 3 : 
8i* ipr\ fiov, ov fievrot St' dvvSpov rf)<; %d)pa<;. 

Isocrates : — 

Isocr. 1,34: yp& rol$ \07019 a>9 irepl dXXorpiov rod 

irpdyfiaTos. 
lb. 8, 12: &owep iv dXXorpia rrj iroXei /civSvvevovre?. 
lb. 14,40: ef aTet^ttrTou pJev t?)9 7to\€g>9 6pp/rj6ivre^. 
lb. 7, 17 : 7rap J i/eovrayv t&v c E\\?;i>a>i/ ttjv ^yefioviav 

eXaj3ov. (Cf. also 8, 30.) 
lb. Ep. 6, 9 : rds trap* ejeovrayv yiyvofjuivas fj rd? Trap* 
d/covroyv t&v ttoXit&v . 

In the first of these examples Schneider emends rov to rov on 
the ground that rov Trpdyfiaros is not in agreement with irepl &v. 
Benseler approves of this objection. Schneider admits, however, 
that the forms of the indefinite pronoun, rov and r<p } are used 
elsewhere by Isocrates without a substantive. R. B. Ponickau, De 
Isocratis Demonicea, Stendalis, 1889, p. 31, refers to the weakness 
in Schneider's position admitted by himself, and replies to his 
objection by denying that there is anything unusual in the circum- 
stance that the singular irpay/ia must be referred to the plural &v f 
inasmuch as the neuter plural of pronouns is frequently substituted 
for one thing. That such a collocation is not at variance with 
Isocratean usage, he rightly observes by referring to Isocr. 8, 12 
(cited above). Blass does not depart from the received text. The 
current conception of this construction is one which the writer has 
already endeavored to combat and which he cannot accept here. 
Schneider gives it as the usual explanation which he, otherwise, 
would have accepted. It is this: d>9 irepl dXXorpiov rov irpd- 
7/Aaro9 = 7T€pl rov irpdyfiaro^, o>9 vrepl dXXorpiov. He cites the 
rule that in comparisons, when the object compared is placed first, 
the preposition is regularly omitted (cf. Kruger, Griech. Sprachl., 
68, 8), as, e. g., Isocr. 8, 12 : &<rrr€p iv dXXorpia (sc. iroXei) rf 
iroXei teivSwevovres. So Ponickau, referring to Isocr. 8, 12, says 
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it is equivalent to iv rfj iroXec &airep iv aWorpla. To this method 
of conceiving this construction, the writer has two objections to 
offer : first, it is inapplicable in certain cases yet to be cited, second, 
where applicable, it seems clumsy and unnatural. Analysis is not 
at all necessary. The predicative adjective contains in both ex- 
amples (1, 34 and 8, 12) the point of the passage. It is, moreover, 
Isocrates' distinct purpose that the word aWorpiov shall stand out 
prominently, and this effect is secured inimitably, so far as English 
is concerned, by the predicative position. With the third example, 
cf. Diod. Sic. 13, 114, 1 : ol/ceiv iv aretxiaTois rat? iroXeac, 
cited by Green, in a Johns Hopkins dissertation, Diodorus and the 
Peloponnesian War, Baltimore, 1899, p. 16. 

A special class of the prepositional type is illustrated by such ex- 
amples as Isocr. 7, 17: irap ckovtcdv t&v 'EXXtfvcov. Abandoning 
for the moment the plan of indicating consecutively the usage of 
the individual Orators, the writer will attempt to give a general 
view of this class. 

With these examples from Isocrates, are to be compared : 

Dem. 20, 16 : virb t&v ojjlolcdv ckovtcdv. 
lb. 38, 28 : irap ckovtcdv eXa^ov t&v iircTpoircov. 
Aeschin. 3, 58 : irap €/covtq)v t&v 'EXXrjv&v airoXafieiv. 
Dinarch. 1, 37 : irap hicbvTtov §cal ftovXofiivwv t&v € JLXXi]V(dv. 

They reappear in certain post-classical writers, e. g., 
Strabo 5, 3, 2 : irap* ckovtcov t&v vit^kowv. 
lb. 5, 2, 3 : irap e/covTcov eXafiov 'Pcofiaicov. 
Dion Chrysostomus 11, 60: irap £k6vtcdv t&v olteelav. 
Dion Cassius 37, 3, 6 : Trap* £/covt(dv t&v farvx&piwv. 
lb. 53, 2, 6 : irap iicovTwv t&v avdpdbirayv. 

(Often with pronouns, e. g.,) 

lb. 41, 35, 1 : irap" &k6vto<} fiov. 
lb. 43, 34, 2 : Si ckovtcov t€ ai)T&v. 
lb. 46, 47, 1 : irap &k6vt(dv avT&v* 
lb. 47, 29, 2 : irap €/covto$ avTov. 
lb. 53, 17, 3 : irap' i/coval afaaiv. 

These clearly form a group by themselves. The type became 
crystallised. 
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To return to the usage of the individual Orators : 

Lycurgus : — 

Lye. 144: ov8* iv i\evOip<p iSd<j>ec Tr}$ irarpiBo^ avroL? 
ra<fnjvai to Kaff* avrov fiipo? irapeScoKev. 

A departure from the received text was proposed by Dobree, 
Adversaria Critica, Berlin, 1874, vol. 1, p. 325, viz., the insertion 
of the article between iXevdeptp and iSdfai. Maetzner, Lycurgi 
Oratio, etc., Berlin, 1836, p. 324, noted it, but did not adopt it. 
Dobree compares for the article the use of rr\v in such an expres- 
sion as evopKOTaTTjv ttjv yfrfjtfrov ivey/celv iu Lye. 13, and often 
elsewhere. Exactly similar, in his opinion, is Dem. 24, 56 : iv 
Srifio/cpaTovfiivrj rfj 7r6Xec. It is, however, not merely a question, 
.as Maetzner sees, as to whether the article is rightly used with 
£8a<£o9 or not — Maetzner cites Dem. 8, 39 : t«3 t?}? 7ro\ea>9 iSdfei ; 
Aeschin. 3, 134 : irepl rov Tf}$ irarpiho<; i8d<f>ov<; ; Dinarch. 1, 99 : 
irepl rov i8d<j>ov<t rov T779 7ro\€Q)9, etc. — it is a question as to 
whether there is any special point to be gained by the use of the 
predicative position. H. Mayer, Observationes in Lycurgi ora- 
toris usum dicendi, Freiburg, 1889, p. 19ff, treating of Lycurgus's 
use of the article, says that be does not use it with the former of 
two substantives, in proof of which he cites the passage under dis- 
cussion and 149: ical rds yfrrf^ov? <j>ip€adat ret? fiev virep dv a- 
ardaew? 7-779 iraTplhos, etc. This cannot be urged as an 
argument here. In favor of the predicative position it may be 
said that the idea of freedom is emphasised in this section. Cf. 
144: t&v jjbkv virep T779 iXevOepla? TeXevrrjardvTcov. Cf., also, 
for indisputable cases of the predicative position in post-classical 
Greek, 

Dion Chrysost. 7, 19: ret yhp Xyyi) <f>av€pa>T€pa, a>9 b\v iv 

vypS r<p iSd(f>€c CTjficuvofieva. 
Lucian, Timon 57 : iv kXevdipa rfj iroXei,, and elsewhere. 
Demosthenes : — 

Dem. 4, 55: vvv 8* iir' a8r;\(U9 oiat, to?9 dirb tovtwv 

ifiavTO) yevrjarofiivois. 
lb. 18, 298 : air opdrj? teal Si/eata? tca$ca<f>06pov rfj? ^t^rfc. 
lb. 21, 30: iff dSrfXoi,*; fiev to 49 dhiKYjaovaiv, dSr)- 

Xoi$ Be T0Z9 dSijeTjaofiivois. 
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lb. 18, 258 : fiera iro'Wrj? rrj? ivSetas iTpd(l>rj(;. 

lb. 21, 8: ©9 virep koivov tov irpdy p,aTO<; ovtos kclI 

irpoare^cov a/covadrco. 
fib. 25, 99 : ov yhp hrjirov tca0 y ev vp,&v efcaaros ft>9 iirl 

KVplOV? T0U9 VOjJLOV? 7T0peV(T€Tai. 

fib. 35, 22 : iKelvov re tov veaviaKov tov haveiaavTa ifyird- 
Tfjaav c!)9 iirl iXevdepoi? toi$ XPV l^aav 

8aV€l£6fl€V0l. 

lb. 36, 8 : diro kolv&v t&v 'Xprj/xaTcov. 

lb. 36, 8 : i/c kolv&v t&v xprjfidTcov. 

lb. 36, 39 : i/c /cotv&v iXyrovpyet,? t&v xprjfidTayv. 

lb. 18, 205: &9 iv SovXevovarj ttj ttoXcl <j>ip€Lv dvdyici]. 

lb. 24, 76 : iv STjfioKpaTovfiivp ttj irokei. 

lb. 19, 120: 7r/)09 [Sta] fie/ieTprj/jbivrjv Trjv rjfiepav. 

lb. 20, 1 6 : virb t&v ojjlolcdv ckovtcov. 

lb. 38, 28: Trap* kicdvTwv eXafiov t&v iirLTpoircov. 
The first and third of the examples cited above from Demos- 
thenes bear a close resemblance to each other in their structure. 
This use of the substantivised participle was already observed in 
the usage of Thucydides. Cf., e. g., virep icaX&v t&v fieXXovTcov, 
irepl fieyio-T&v Srj t&v SiafapovTcov, and Plato, Apol. 20 e : et9 
dgioxpecov tov XeyovTa. Also in late Greek, as, e. g., Lucian and 
Dion Cassius. In the fourth example the reading of Voemel is 
followed. Noting that the article is generally omitted, he says : 
u tt)v 2, unde Scheibius, Obs. in Orr. Attic, p. 56 coniecit, ut habet 
Laur. S, TroXXr}? 7779 i. e. iroXXrj ?jv r\ evheia fieO* ^9 iTpd<j>r}<;" 
JBlass was doubtful, but read 7roXXr}$ ivSeia?. The fifth example 
has occasioned difficulty among interpreters. Buttmann says that 
the mind must conceive the construction as follows : d/covaaTco 
virep tov 7rpdyp,aTo$ £9 koivov ovtos = " Let him now give an 
attentive hearing to this matter, as one of public interest." Fennell 
renders it " considering that the issue is of public interest." The 
literal sense, he says, is " considering that (he is giving ear and 
voting) in behalf of the case (it) being of public interest." He 
remarks that the difficulty has generally been passed over. The 
principle referred to in the case of a>9 irepl dXXoTpiov tov irpd- 
y/juaTo? is inapplicable here, koivov holding the predicative posi- 
tion bears, as usual, the main emphasis. The copula ovtqs which 
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is here expressed is more generally omitted. The seventh example 
defies such analysis as was proposed in the case of Isocrates. In 
the next example Dindorf read airb kolv&v t&v xprjfidrcov ovtcdv. 
Blass omits the copula with .MSS F and Q, and finds further sup- 
port in the similar use of i/c kolv&v t&v 'xprjfidreov without 8vt<dv. 
Sandys and Paley (Private Orations of Dem., Part II., Cambridge, 
1886) follow Dindorf. On general grounds it is better to omit 
the copula. In the case of iv SovXevovay rfj woXec, the context 
with its prominent ideas contained in the words SovXevecv and fier' 
iXevOepla? Kftv prepares us for the emphatic SovXevovarrj. The form 
is not unlike that of the example iv SrjfioKparovfiivr) rfj iroXet,, 
which has been noticed under Andocides. They are, however, 
different in this respect, that in the former case iv has a local, in 
the latter a temporal, signification. Drake has aptly compared 
Hdt. 5, 29 : iv aveo-Trj/cviy rfj x&PV* which has already been noted. 
Compare, also, in post-classical Greek, Lucian's Timon 57 : iv 
iXevdipa rfj iroXei. The same expression is also found in Nigrinus 
13 and Bis Accusatus 21. The next example, 7r/>o? ScafiefieTprjfiivrjv 
rfjv rjfiepav, is a technical expression which is explained by Har- 
pocration. The judicial day was divided into three parts, one 
allotted to the plaintiff, another to the defendant, and the third to 
the judges. Cf. also fDem. 53, 17 : irpo^ r)fiepav ScafiejjLeTprj/jLevrjv, 
and Aeschin. 2, 126 : iv Sia/jLefieTprjfievrj rfj r)fiepa tcplvofiai. The 
last two examples have already been noticed under the Isocratean 
use of participles. 

Aeschines : — 

Aeschines 3, 255: fir) oiv a>9 virep aXXoTplas, a\V a>9 
virep olteeias tt}9 TroXecos ySouXeu- 

6<T0€. 

lb. 3, 58 : Trap eicbvTwv t&v 'FtWtfvcov. 

lb. 3, 126 : iv ScafiefieTprjfievr) ttj r)fiepa. 
In the first case, MSS e h k 1 give 7repl for virep in both places. 
Weidner adopts irept in the former place. The principle applied 
to cos irepl aXXoTpiov tov irpdy/iaTo? is pointless here. The second 
and third examples have already been noticed. 

Dinarchus : — 

Dinarchus 1, 37: nap* 6k6vtwv teal ftovXofievcov T&v^XXrjvav. 
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This example has already found a place under the Isocratean- 
use of participles. 

The survey of the usage of the historians and the Orators, so far 
as the prepositional type of oblique predication is concerned, has 
now been completed. In the course of the exhibit, special notice 
was taken of one particular type which begins in the Orators and 
survives in certain post-classical authors. The marks of its crys- 
tallization were quite evident. No small number of the examples 
which lie outside this province can be distinguished by the fact 
that the substantive with which they are connected is frequently 
X<t>P a t ira>Tpk, 7ro\i9. Notice was also taken of a small group with 
the substantivised participle. Another small group may fitly be 
noticed here. This type is preserved among certain of the post- 
classical writers. 

Ant. : fierh 'xprjarrj^ T779 iXirlSos. 

Dem. : air dpOfjs /cal hitcaia^ icahiafydopov rrj<; yfrvxfjs. 

Plato, Protag. 357 A : iv opdrj rrj aipeaet. 

Dion Cass. 37, 11, 2 : p^rh a/cepaiov rov <j>povrjpLaro^. 

lb. 38, 18, 2 : air 6p0r}<; icai ahiafydopov T779 71/(0/47/9. 

lb. 38, 42, 4 : air' opOrj? koX aSoXov rr)$ yvcoprj^. 

lb. 44, 23, 2 : air dpdfj? tt)9 Siavoias. 

Luc. Hermot. 6 : ig areXov? rrj? e\7r£8o9. 

Between these and certain examples of the adverbial-dative type, 
such as ikevdipcu? rah yfrv^aU, there seems to be a close affinity. 
It will be noticed that the substantives are abstracts, having to do 
with the inner life of the person. In addition to these groups, there 
remain a comparatively small number of isolated cases, where a 
special point is made by the use of the predicative position, and 
which have, therefore, not been perpetuated as crystallized forms. 
It has already been observed that Thucydides and Demosthenes 
especially favor the prepositional type of predication in its different 
manifestations. And, in the case of Thucydides, the important 
difference between his speeches and his narrative was referred to, 
viz., that he uses the prepositional type nine times as often in hia 
speeches as in his narrative. 
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With the limited usage of the classical period, as has been seen 
in the tabulated statement and in the former part of this section, 

stands in decided contrast the post- 
PREPOSITIONAL TYPE. , . , . , . , , r 

(6) Post-Classical Gr*kk. classical period, as represented by cer- 
tain of its writers, and, preeminently, 
Lucian who, as in the adv.-dat. type, has been made the basis of 
this study. This will, perhaps, appear more clearly if the ex- 
amples are grouped as far as possible. 

(1) It is Thucydides of the Attic writers who favored the prepo- 
sition 7rpo9 in connection with the type in question. There are 
three examples, conveying the idea of opposition or contrast, viz. : 

Thuc. 1, 36, 1 : 7jy>09 la^vovra^ tou9 e^flpoifc. 
lb. 1 , 84, 3 : 7T/>09 ei fiovkevofiivov? tov$ €%0pou9. 
lb. 3, 43, 4 : 7rpo9 avevBwov ttjv Vfieripav aKpoaatv. 

There are, on the other hand, eleven examples in Lucian : 

Lucian, Piscator 32 : irpb^ afyvoovvra? tou9 Kvfialov?. 

lb. Pro Imag. 16 : 7rpo9 ovtco <r<j>o8pav rrjv /carrjyopiav. 

lb. Toxaris 29 : 7r/>09 ovtcd <r/c\r}pap ttjv hianav. 

lb. Gallus 29 : irpbs apavpav re ical Bcyfr&aav rrjv BpvaXklha. 

lb. Bis Accus. 20 : 7rpo9 €V7rpoaco7r6v uoi ttjv avriSt/cov. 

lb. Rbet. Praec. 23 : 7rpo9 ovr<o 7ro\\ou9 tou9 epwras. 

lb. De Electro 3 : 7jy>09 ivavriov to vSeop. 

lb. De Domo 29 : irpo? ovrm koXcls teal 7roi,/ci\a<; t^9 viro- 

lb. Navigium 9 : 7rpo9 avrlov^ tov$ irqa-la?. 
lb. Saturnalia 7 : 7rpo9 ovtod ttoWtjv ttjv aSi/ciav. 
lb. Demosth. Encom. 17 : irpb<; Xafiirphv rr)V ArjfioarOevov? 

86{~av. 

Opposition, or contrast, is expressed here, too, except in the fourth 
example where irpo9 indicates the direction. The bulk of Lucian, 
it must not be forgotten, is more than twice that of Thucydides. 
Still, every allowance made, one feels that there has been a wide 
departure from Attic usage. Omit the article in a number of these 
•examples, and there is no real loss. This is not true of Thucy- 
dides. 
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Cf. also Dion Chrysostomus 12, 4 : irponrrifiirayv akxnrax; avrbv, 

o>9 €Ot,K€, 7rpo9 aXvnroir 
tov Bdvarov . 

Plutarch, 1, 60 : irpo? dvriov to msev/JLa. 

(2) Of the examples cited above from Lucian, it will be noticed 
that two have the adjective iroXvs in the predicative position. 
There have been observed only two cases in the authors of the 
classical period who have been examined, viz., 

Thuc. 8, 38, 3 : iv 7roXXat$ rats irplv pA'yai^. 

Dem. 18, 258 : fierh 7ro\\^9 Tr}$ ivSeias. 
In the former case the article could not well be omitted, and, 
with its retention, a different sense would be conveyed by the 
attributive position. The second case, it will be remembered, is a 
disputed one. Lucian has fifteen additional examples in which 
iroXv? holds the predicative position, e. g. : 

Lucian, Timon 13 : iv iroXXcp tc3 o-Kortp. 

lb. Charon 11 : i/c ttoXXov tov fiddov?. 

lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 1 : iv iroXXcp rtp <j>\oy/jL(£. 

lb. Alexander 39 : iv iroXXf} rj} arcoyTrfj. 

lb. " 44 : iirl iroXX&v t&v irapovroDv, 

lb. De Saltatione 40 : i/c iroKk&v t&v TrapaXeXet^ifievoyv . 

Cf. also Demonax 31, Gallus 19, Rhet. Praec. 3, Hippias 7, 
Ad vers. Indoct. 19, 24, De Dipsad. 2, Dial. Meretr. 14, 2, De 
Morte Peregr. 19. Similar are Gallus 15, Icaromenip. 17, and 
Apologia 15. 

So Lucian uses o\£yo?, but not frequently. 

Lucian, Anacharsis 11 : iw 9 oXiymv t&v fiapTvpwv. 

lb. Hermot. 58 : am oXlyov tov yevfiaTo^. 
With the former of these examples, cf. Xen. Hell. 6, 4, 1 : eV 
oXiyayv jjloc 80 /covert fiapTvpcov. The latter example is inter- 
esting in another way, for, earlier in the same chapter, we have 
the attributive position with the article : diro ye tov okCyov i/celvov 
yevfiaTo*;, where the article is plainly anaphoric, strengthened, it is 
true, by the demonstrative iteelvo?. But, in this example, the 
article has no such justification. If it is omitted, the sense is con- 
veyed equally as well. In other words, Lucian is here giving 
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predicative expression to what is really an attributive relation. 
Post-classical examples to which no such objection can be made 
are: 

Dion Chrysostomus 11, 1 : fiavOdvovau fikv fioyis lav re na\ 

fiddwai, Trap* 6\iya>v t&v el- 
86t(dv, igairaT&vTcu 8k rd^ora 

V7TO TTOW&V T&V OX) K 6t8o- 
TG>V. 

Dion Cassius 56, 17, 2: ravra yap diro iroW&v t&v 

yfrff<j>va0ivT(DV <T<f>laiP 6 Kvyov- 
<rro9 iSifjaTo. 
fiatepo? is similarly used by Lucian. . 

Lucian Deor. Dial. 10, 2 : trrrb fiatcptp t$ £6<fxp. 
lb. De Merc. Conduct. 37 : Sea fiatepov tov xpovov. 
lb. Jupp. Confut. 7 : xrrrb fia/cpai t$> \iv<p. 
lb. Navigium 44 : iv pxucpxp t$> /3i<p. 

With the foregoing examples may be compared the following 
from Aelian, given by Schmid, Atticismus, vol. 3, p. 63. 

Aelian N A 34, 6 : iv yjucpy t$> , xp6v<p. 

lb. " 36, 3 : Kara ttoWtjv t^v elprfvyv. 

lb. a 47, 24 : i/c ttoWov tov afflipo? teal vyfrrjXov. 

lb. " 112, 30 : Kara iroXKhv ttjv airovhrfv. 

(3) Several of the examples with the predicative position in 
Lucian are introduced by the preposition xnro with the dat. Some 
of these occur in the groups already given. The following may 
also be noted : 

Lucian, De Merc. Conduct. 23 : virb fjL€ya\o<j>d>v<p t$3 /cypv/ci. 

lb. Herodotus 6 : virb vvfi<f>ayayy<ii T$ ftacriXel. 

lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 2 : xnrb fica tj} opfir) (cf. Anach. 26.) 

lb. Phalaris post. 8 : xnro yea>py$ t$> Sep. 

lb. Philopseudes 32 : biro wv/evrj t{) fidaei. 

lb. Pseudolog. 17 : biro Trovrjpqi t$ irpayrtp teal Svatfrrffjup 
tc\r)8ovia/JbaTi. 

lb. Navigium 11 : xnro Xapjirpa tj} SaSL 

No instance of xnro with the dat. in this construction has been 
found in the writers of the classical period. 
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(4) The preposition most commonly employed in this type, alike 
in classical and post-classical Greek, is eV. In addition to the ex- 
amples cited in other connections, may be noted : 

Lucian, Timon IS: iv ^aX/eco fj criSrjpcp rco daXapucp. 

lb. De Merc. Cond. 22 : eV dfivSpw rco escort (cf. Alex. 17). 

lb. Apologia 8 : ev ovrco<; afi<j>tXa(j>€l rfj virodeaei. 

lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 4 : iv ovrco 7ro\v<f>covcp rco icaipcp. 

(5) The preposition irri with the dat. is quite common. Demos- 
thenes is the only classical author who makes use of it in prose. 

Cf. Lucian, Hermot. 74 : iirl aaOpol? ro?$ Oefieklow rovrois. 
lb. Quom. hist, conscr. 35 : i<f> ovrco fieydXcp kcu ^akeirco rep 

irpdyfiari. 
lb. Demonax 8 : iir 6\iyo'Xpovioi<; rots So/covcriv ayadot?. 
lb. Toxaris 35: iirl TrpoSrjXco rco /M/cpbv varepov XvOrf- 

crecrBai. 
lb. Toxaris 41 : iirl rv<f>\co rco AavSdfiiSi. 
lb. Jupp. Trag. 31 : ic\> ovrco aac\>el ical irpohrfXcp rco yjpt)CTiL&. 
lb. Rhet. Praec. 24: iirl yfrcXco rco rpecf>ecr6av. 
lb. Pseudolog. 26 : iirl ireirpayfievcp ijSrj rco epycp. 
lb. De Domo 1 : iirl irpohrfKcp rfj vocrcp. 
lb. Epist. Saturn. 35 : iirl /careayori rco d/jLcjyopet. 
Especially to be noticed, in the foregoing list, are the two occur- 
rences of the articular infinitive with the adjective in the predica- 
tive position. There is no similar occurrence in classical Greek 
within the range of authors examined. 

(6) Finally may be noted a small prepositional group which is 
closely related to the adverbial-dative group in the character of the 
substantives which are used. 

Lucian, Nigrinus 11 : dirb yvfipov . . . roifiov irpocrcorrov. 
lb. Toxaris 19 : dirb yJnXfjs t?)? /cepaia?. 
lb. Toxaris 60 : dirb yvfivfj? rrj<; KefyaXrj?. 

The presence of the possessive is to be noticed in the first of 
these examples. The construction is usually not so transparent as 
it is here. 

This concludes the survey of post-classical Greek, especially as 
seen in the pages of Lucian, who fairly revels in this construction. 



The Limitations of the Predicative Position in Greek. 43 

The words of I. Guttentag, De subdito qui inter Lucianeos legi 
solet dialogo Toxaride, Berlin, 1860, p. 44, in this connection, are 
substantially well-founded: "Proprium hoc quoque Luciani est, 
quod multo frequentius quam alii scriptores articulum inter adiec- 
tivum et substantivum ponit, et ita quidem, ut articulus nonnum- 
quani adiectivum antecedere, multo saepius integra sententia omitti 
possit. Oratio tamen ekgantior interdum est, si articulus adiec- 
tivum sequitur, quam si praeponitur, quaesita saepe magis videtur, 
si articulus usurpatur, quam si omittitur." 

After noting the views current in antiquity among the gram- 
marians with reference to the nature of the Greek article, and 

showing how the article gradually 
CONCLUSION. developed from the demonstrative pro- 

noun, the writer entered upon a con- 
sideration of the subject of oblique predication, in which was 
included the use of adjective and participle alike. The range of 
this construction was given for the Attic Orators and Thucydides, 
and a more especial study was made of two types which were 
denominated the adverbial-dative and the prepositional. The lim- 
itations in the use of these two types on the part of the classical 
authors were observed, and by a comparison with post-classical 
authors, more especially Lucian, the deviations from the norm of 
Attic usage were indicated. The origin of the comitative, or soci- 
ative, dative was briefly considered, and it was shown that the dat. 
type is mainly concerned with the body and its parts, any expan- 
sions being due to the workings of the principle of analogy. The 
prepositional type was seen to possess a higher character than the 
adv.-dat. type, and, as a consequence, was used, when impressive- 
ness was sought, by Thucydides, in particular, of the historians, 
with the important qualification that it is mainly restricted to his 
speeches, and for this very reason, and by Demosthenes of the 
Orators. Many of these expressions, as was shown, crystallised 
and were imitated by certain post-classical writers. The home of 
oblique predication in general, and of the prepositional type in 
particular, was seen to be in oratory which seeks to be vigorous, 
concise, and impressive — in fine, in Epideictic Oratory. 
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Alfred William Milden was born in Whitevale, Ontario, on March 
11, 1868. His preliminary education was received in the Public 
School and the High School of Cornwall, Ontario. He matriculated 
at the University of Toronto in the year 1884, and, four years later, 
graduated with the degree of B. A. with classical honors. For a period 
of nearly eight years, he was engaged in the teaching of classics, 
mainly in the Collegiate Institute of Barrie, Ontario. In the fall of 
1896 he entered the Johns Hopkins University as a post-graduate 
student in Greek, Latin, and Sanskrit At the end of his second 
year he was appointed Fellow in Greek ; and at the end of his third 
year, in June, 1899, he received the degree of Doctor of Philosophy. 
During the year 1899-1900 he has been Fellow by Courtesy. He has 
attended the lectures of Professors Gildersleeve, Warren, Bloomfield, 
Smith, and Miller, to all of whom he is indebted. 

He would especially mention Professor Gildersleeve and Professor 
Miller, to the former of whom, in common with his many students, 
he must express the strong sense of his indebtedness for inspiration, 
guidance, and encouragement in the prosecution of his studies. 
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